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ists—that important information about science and technol-
ogy and their value to society is not reaching the public. In
addition, the media have come under criticism, especially by
scientists, for sometimes providing a distorted view of sci-
ence and the scientific process, and thus contributing to sci-
entific illiteracy.

Computers and computer technology represent a relatively
new way of acquiring information, including information
about science and technology. Computer usage—including
access to the Internet and the use of e-mail—has skyrock-
eted. This phenomenon is thoroughly explored in chapter 9,
“Significance of Information Technologies.”
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